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-.n. „..u^^ u^TE or mis commun.cat,on app 'ars on th e cover sheet with the Lrespondence Jress ~ 

final rejection under 37 CFR 1.1 13 may Mv be S n) s £\^^t^^ application. A proper reply to a 

condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed N^JicI of AoDel L fh JL^?f!T"'^Tox"* .^^"^^ P'^^^^^ application in 
Examination (RCE) in compliance wiXs? CFR 11 V^.'^ ^ ^^P^^' °' ^ *""«'y ^'^d Request for Continued 

PERIOD FOR RFPi Y [check either a) or b)] 
a) M The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

° ~^r3tSL°o.^^^^^^^^ inno 
ONLVCHECKTHISBOXWHeR^ SeeMPEP 

37 CFR 1 .1 7(a) is calculated from: (1 ) the expiration date of the shoS stetuS oeri^ f^^^^^^ V .1^^ appropriate extension fee under 

(b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than threrr^onThfaSrmaSna d^^^^^ ^' °' (2) as set forth in 
earned patent tenfn adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). ^ °' ^^en if timely filed, may reduce any 

' ° S^^y cf R?l9l>?rror' °" ^PP"""*"' ^""^ ^'«^'" t»^e period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the apper 

2. G The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

° LtVsr :;reara'nd/or" ^PP^^' -^-'^"V -^-ing or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: .. 

3. D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4. n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 



5. 



_ would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

The a)n affidavit bp exhibit, or c)ISl request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT olace thP 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuatinn sih^^t P'^^® 

6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. ^ 

7.13 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)IEl will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-20 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 21-29 . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disappro 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. n other: 
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Application No. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the exanniner believes that all of the elements of 
the clainns have been shown in the cited art. The appicant primarily argues that Farnworth does not show a conductive bond member or 
the plurality of circuit components. A conductive bond member or plurality of components is not distinguishable over the art. As stated in 
the rejection and by the examiner's own interpretation of the art. the portion of the circuit trace in the via is a conductive bond member 
and electrically connects the conductive trace to the bond pads. Furthermore, Farnworth discloses a plurality of circuit 
elements/components in column 4, line 54 thru column 5, line 21. Therefore, Farnworth shows all of the elements of the claims. 

When the application goes to appeal, the amendment to claim 1 will be entered. The previous rejection will be maintained because the 
additional limitation of the "member" is covered by that rejection. 



